[No Minutes Were Generated on Friday, January 1, 1999, Due to
the Court’s Observance of the New Year’s Holiday.]

SUPREME COURT MINUTES
MONDAY, JANUARY 4, 1999
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

052824 Santa Monica Beach, Ltd., Petitioner
V.
Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent
Santa Monica Rent Control Board, Real Party in Interest
[W]e reverse the judgment of the Court of Appeal and remand
with directions to reinstate the judgment of thetrial court.

Mosk, J.
We Concur:
George, C.J.
Kennard, J.
Werdegar, J.
Concurring Opinion by Kennard, J.
Dissenting Opinion by Baxter, J.
Dissenting Opinion by Chin, J.

Dissenting Opinion by Brown, J.
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S058723

S062661

S014021

Diamond Multimedia Systems, Inc. et a., Petitioners
V.
Santa Clara County Superior Court, Respondent
Joanne Pass et a., Real Partiesin Interest
The order of the Court of Appeal summarily denying the petition
for mandate is affirmed.

Baxter, J.
We Concur:
George, C.J.
Mosk, J.
Kennard, J.
Werdegar, J.

Dissenting Opinion by Brown, J.
| Concur:
Chin, J.

Stormedia, Inc. et al., Petitioners
V.
Santa Clara County Superior Court, Respondent
Sara Werczberger et al., Real Partiesin Interest
All proceedings having been stayed pursuant to 11 U.S.C.
§ 362(a), submission of this matter is vacated pending further order
of this court.

People, Respondent

V.
Dean Phillip Carter, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s brief is extended
to and including January 29, 1999.
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S014664

S018815

S036105

S037006

People, Respondent

V.

Mario Lewis Gray, Appellant

Permission granted to appellant to January 21, 1999 to file
appellant’ s opening brief.

Further extensions of time will be considered only if counsel’s
declarations show steady, substantial progress towards completing
the appellant’ s opening brief and are signed by counsel himself. The
declarations shall be timely filed, and shall itemize the number of
issues briefed to date and shall set forth good cause for the requested
extension of time. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 45.5.)

People, Respondent

V.
Raymond Anthony Gurule, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s reply brief is
extended to and including January 15, 1999.

People, Respondent

V.
Cleophus Prince, Jr., Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including March 11,
1999, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in
writing as soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an
extension of time has been completed.

People, Respondent

V.
Michael James Huggins, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including March 5, 1999,
to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for appellant
Is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as
soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an extension of
time has been completed.
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S040575

S042323

S060715

S065501

People, Respondent

V.
Delaney Geral Marks, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including February 26,
1999, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for
appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in
writing as soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an
extension of time has been completed.

People, Respondent

V.
Shaun Kareem Burney, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including March 1, 1999,
to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for appellant
Is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as
soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an extension of
time has been completed.

Inre Ricky Lee Earp

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including January 27, 1999.

No further extensions of time will be granted.

Rochelle C. Linder, Appellant

V.
Thrifty Oil Company, Respondent

Appellant’s application to file a consolidated answering brief to
al amicus curiae briefs filed in support of respondent on or before
February 5, 1999, is granted.
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S068865

S072082

S072133

S067733

S067733

In re Louis Francis

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file petitioner’ s reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including January 11, 1999.

In re Donald Ray Millwee

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including February 3, 1999.

Daily Journal Corporation, Respondent

V.
Orange County Superior Court, Respondent
Merrill Lynch & Company, Inc. et a., Appellants

The application of California Attorneys for Criminal Justice for
permission to file an amicus curiae brief in support of appellantsis
hereby granted.

An answer thereto may be served and filed by any party within
twenty days of the filing of the brief.

Dawnelle Barris, Appellant

V.
County of Los Angeles, Respondent

The request of counsel for appellant in the above-referenced
cause to alow two counsel to argue on behalf of appellant at oral
argument is hereby granted.

Dawnelle Barris, Appellant

V.
County of Los Angeles, Respondent

The request of appellant to allocate to amicus curiae Consumers
for Qualitiy Care 10 minutes of appellant’s 30-minute alotted time
for oral argument is granted.
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S075661

2nd Dist.
B120726

2nd Dist.
B116477

Larry E. Haag, Petitioner
V.
San Mateo County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest
The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appedl,
First Appellate District.

Jyotika Geol

V.
Citibank, F.S.B.

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,
Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division Five to
Division One.

Bruce S. Keller

V.
USAA Property & Casualty Inc., Co.

The above-entitled matter, now pending in the Court of Appeal,
Second Appellate District, is transferred from Division One to
Division Five.






